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Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk118745634]In last meeting RAN4#104bis meeting the discussion related to defining the RRM requirements for the Rel-17 MUSIM gaps continued. A number of baseline agreements were reached which can be used for progressing the next step.
In this paper we address some of the Issue raised in the meeting concerning MUSIM gap overhead.

Discussion
Other aspects
In the last meeting RAN4 also discussed the issue of MUSIM overhead. Our view here is that because it is the UE that requests the MUSIM gaps and network allocates the requested MUSIM gaps, there is no need to define any MUSIM gap overhead.
[bookmark: _Hlk118746974]RAN4 shall not define any MUSIM gap overhead.
The reason for this is that there are no mandatory MUSM gap pattern for the UE and hence, if the Network A allocates any other MUSIM gap pattern than what is requested there would likely be no UE requirements as the network would not know if the UE support the allocated gap pattern. Hence, it has to be up to UE responsibility not to request more/other MUSIM gaps than what the UE also handle.

Conclusion
In this paper we addressed some of the Issues raised in the meeting concerning MUSIM gap overhead. Based on the discussion we propose:
1. RAN4 shall not define any MUSIM gap overhead.
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